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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed on 8/4/2004. 
The priority date for this apphcation is 04/21/2000. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3-5, 7-10 and 12-21 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 7-8, 12-14 are amended. Claims 2, 6 and 1 1 are cancelled. Claims 
15-21 are added. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-10 and 12-21 are pending. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 7-10 and 12-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suzuki in view of Chao. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 7 is dependent on Claim 6 which is cancelled ahready. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

For art rejection purpose, the examiner interprets "claim 6" to be "claim 5" 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-10 and 12-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suzuki et al., " Managing the software design documents with XML ", 
Proceedings of the 16th annual intemational conference on Computer documentation, 
September 1998 (hereinafter Suzuki) in view of Chao et al., US Patent No. 6,71 1,299 
(hereinafter Chao). 

As Per Claim 1, Suzuki teaches that interested in a distributed model management 
system that manages the software design documents over the Intemet with UXF. This 
system leverages the team development, reuse of design documents and tool 
interoperability by publishing a set of CORBA interfaces. (E.g. see Abstract and 
associated text). In that Suzuki discloses the method that covering the steps of: 

"generating a textual documentation that describes the source code, the textual 
documentation having portions that correspond to portions of the source code" (E.g. see 
page 132, left side of Figure 2 and associated text); 

"generating a diagram including at least one diagram elements that visually 
represent the corresponding portions of the source code;" (E.g. see page 132, right side of 
Figure 2 and associated text) and 

"correlating the diagram elements to the corresponding portions of the textual 
documentation by providing hyperlink references in the diagram that link diagram 
elements to the corresponding portions of the textual documentation." (E.g. see page 132, 
Figure 2 and associated text, e.g. MODEL). 
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Suzuki does not explicitly disclose generating hyperlink references (E.g. see col. 
26:38) from the diagram elements to the corresponding portions of the textual 
documentation. However Chao, in analogous art, teaches in a manner such as "providing 
hyperlink references (E.g. see col. 26:38) in the diagram that link diagram elements to the 
corresponding portions of the textual documentation" (E.g. see col. 26:35-44). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the teaching of Chao into the system of Suzuki, by generating 
HTML hyperlink references from the diagram elements to the corresponding portions of 
the textual documentation. The modification would have been obvious because one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated for user to select from the image map 
and display the corresponding source code. 

As Per Claim 3, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Suzuki 

teaches 

"generating a graphics interchange format (GIF) image of each diagram element" 
(E.g. see page 129, left column, lines 2-5). 

Suzuki does not explicitly disclose generating an image map for an image of the 
diagram. However Chao, in analogous art, teaches in a manner such as "generating an 
image map of the diagram element images." (E.g. see col. 26:35-44). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Chao into the system of Suzuki, by generating an image map 
of the diagram element images. The modification would have been obvious because one 
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of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated for user to select from the image 
map and display the corresponding source code. 

As Per Claim 4, is the system claim corresponding to the method claim 1 and is 
rejected under the same reason set forth in cormection of the rejection of claim 1. 

As Per Claim 5, is the computer-readable medium claim corresponding to the 
method claim 1 and is rejected under the same reason set forth in connection of the 
rejection of claim 1. 

As Per Claim 7, the rejection of claim 5 is incorporated and is rejected under the 
same reason set forth in cormection of the rejection of claim 3. Further, Suzuki teaches 
GIF image (E.g. see page 129, left column, lines 2-5). 

As Per Claim 8, Suzuki teaches 

"a secondary storage device (E.g. see page 127, right column, lines 7-8) 
containing a software project (E.g. see page 134, right column, line 27), the software 
project comprising source code;" 

"a memory (E.g. see page 133, right colunm, line 25) comprising a software 
development tool that generates a documentation that describes the source code (E.g. see 
page 132, left side of Figure 2 and associated text), the documentation including a 
diagram portion (E.g. see page 132, right side of Figure 2 and associated text) and a text 
portion (E.g. see page 132, left side of Figure 2 and associated text) and having links 
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between the diagram portion and the text portion(E.g. see page 132, Figure 2 and 
associated text);" and 

"a processor for running the software development tool." A processor is inherent 
otherwise all the processes can not be processed and the program will be halt. 

As Per Claim 9, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and fiirther Suzuki 

teaches 

"wherein the documentation is hypertext markup language (HTML) 
documentation(E.g. see page 129, right column, lines 52-56) displayable by a web 
browser (E.g. see page 129, lines 32-35)". 

As Per Claim 10, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and Suzuki does not 
explicitly disclose generating hyperlink references (E.g. see col. 26:38) from the diagram 
elements to the corresponding portions of the textual documentation. However Chao, in 
analogous art, teaches in a manner such as "the link between the diagram portion and the 
text portion are hypertext markup language (HTML) links" (E.g. see col. 26:38). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Chao into the system of Suzuki, so that 
the link between the diagram portion and the text portion are hypertext markup language 
(HTML) Hnks. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated for user to select from the image map and display 
the corresponding source code. 
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As per Claims 15-16, the rejection of claim 1 are incorporated and are rejected 
under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 9-10 respectfully. 

As per Claims 17-18, the rejection of claim 4 are incorporated and are rejected 
under the same reason set forth in cormection of the rejection of claims 9-10 respectfully. 

As per Claims 19-20, the rejection of claim 4 are incorporated and are rejected 
under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 9-10 respectfully. 

As Per Claim 21, Suzuki teaches 

"choosing to generate a documentation that describes the source code, the textual 
documentation having portions that correspond to portions of the source code" (E.g. see 
page 132, left side of Figure 2 and associated text); 

"selecting the desired options for the documentation" (E.g. see page 132, left side 
of Figure 2 and associated text); 

"generating textual portion of the source code documentation;" (E.g. see page 
132, left side of Figure 2 and associated text); 

"generating images for diagram elements that correspond to portions of the 
textual documentation" (E.g. see page 132, right side of Figure 2 and associated text); 

"mapping the images into regions of the image map (E.g. see page 133, Figure 5 
and associated text) according to predefined diagram rules and options selected by the 
user (E.g. see page 133, right column, lines 15-21)" and 

"generating hyperlink references from the regions of the image map of the 
diagram to the textual documentation" 



Application/Control Number: 09/838,578 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2122 

Suzuki does not explicitly disclose generating hyperlink references from the 
regions of the image map of the diagram to the textual documentation. However Chao, in 
analogous art, teaches "generating hyperlink references from the regions of the image 
map of the diagram to the textual documentation" (E.g. see col. 26:35-44). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the teaching of Chao into the system of Suzuki, by generating 
hyperlink references from the regions of the image map of the diagram to the textual 
documentation. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated for user to select from the image map and display 
the corresponding source code. 

As Per Claim 12, the rejection of claim 21 is incorporated and further Suzuki 

teaches 

"generating hypertext markup language (HTML) documentation" (E.g. see page 
129, right column, lines 52-56). 

As Per Claim 13, the rejection of claim 21 is incorporated and is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 9. Further, Suzuki 
teaches GIF image (E.g. see page 129, left column, lines 2-5). 

As Per Claim 14, the rejection of claim 21 is incorporated and fiirther Suzuki 

teaches 
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"wherein the step of mapping the images comprising mapping the images into 
rectangular regions." (E.g. see page 133, Figure 5 and associated text). 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Correspondence Information 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kuo-Liang J Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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3705. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 7:00PM (Monday - 
Thursday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at' 866-2 17-9 197 (toll-free). 
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